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T 3 Rl kT U B ) fi# (generalized matrix factorization, i Bk GMF). £ J2 AN KL (multi-layer perceptron, i
TR MLP)FI40 28 28 48 50 44> fi% (neural matrix factorization, f&iFK NeuMF), 73 %) FH A [ (9 75 26 1 2 -4 A8 B 33047
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1) kbR e R I R e S B R A X ) AT I A R R R W] T HE I R XK
(R, D TEVE I W AN S AR MR e A7)

2)  JoiE AR IR R R e R T R B8 R F P AR AR Ly E R R A TR R sk
oo mlh 2845 BUE R EARER 7 T 002 i T A R AT R (R n] 45 B DR — IR P =4 vl e
ST AR (1, T v 004 (1 20 D0 AT B v 1) w45 3

3)  Hd g R X R N A A R T B AR T A LG T VT 4 B 1) B KR AR B xR B A B
75 540 W R LUBE T 00 P 0 Al 2 R0 L SR B AL

Bt ot e xS U5 AE TR 1Y) 3 B E RN 4R tH T VR 2 T R R B R M R, R DL N LUR 3 2K
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1) TR T RS A i g Pan 2 AR Y TR ALS £ (weighted alternating least squares,

faI AR WALS), A% O JEARUZ 248 BT AT (1 0 SR 08 24 4 SRORE A 9 BT A JEAT AL F P2 3 40 ot A 45 42,
TXAC Bl B e T P 400 AT O 4, B A AR s 1R R R A DGR N BB 1T P X A i
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B0 AE LRI VR RN re{1,2,3,4,5} VAL 5 ARK H P =% L PRl EEE AR
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uiex
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X 23 2 (4) 45 W43 301 SR A 3¢, 7] B2 3 B 0 0, AT SR H B CH] 7 v PO S 1 B 1 AT~38 1547,
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i N B XAt ) B Qg X AT Y g, JH P -0t VF 53 FEBE R
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Y=Y"1
forall defL..|d[} do

AEE) =2 Qi Qi Y
for rows re{l,...,m} do

EHL Q H I reN, 51 I BUE 2 7(Q)

B:=7,Q) 7,Q)

q:=m(Q)1

BEECY T reN, F1 B0 E 2 (Y)

E=X, (Yy -7 (Y)'D)

forall defL..|d[} do
1L BEE) = ZieN, Qi QY5
122 A=Y X, AQ
13:  B'=B-) X, B
14:  C'=AC+|N,])-E
15.  P=[(A'+B'+C")q,]"
16: end for
17: HEAT IR GERR IR X FRSE 4 45 B = i ) & Q
18: wEH Ky
19: for ie{1,...,iteration} do
20: TR ZE N e, =1, —f,
21:  for (u,i) in xdo

=
=

22: by«—byty(eui—42-by)

23: bi<—bi+y(eyi—42:b)

24: Vi< Vit+y(ey (Pu+Uy)-4-Vi)
25: Uy «Up+r(eyir(QitVi)-4-Uy)
26:  end for

27: end for

28: return R
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Loss= Y (1 —U, V")’ + L3IV [P +1IV I ®)
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1S 55 D P i S P8 ) P v 37

fi=m+b, +b +UV/] (M
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B A @) RN AKX E) W 2 H br ULk

Loss= 3 (r,— =B, ~b — (B, +U, )Q, +V,)")+ 4, (02 + b7+ [[U | +IV |P) ©)

(u,i)ex

SRR T Bk g A R(9), WL 1 2 22 47~38 25 1T DR 210 B8 26, 5 2 1k B kAR AL
23 BFXEREDH

SV 1 B TR S AN KRR 2 A};“ VS (10 5% W), EG A S 0 A T R f I T 42 2% Bk o(n-K2-[dl]). 4 —
ATVE S TR B2 2% B ol é};” s JLI )AL 2% 18 2 O(N, K2 |d]). Mt 2 R, B, 6 A,B",C'Al P, X I il 52 44 [t
S JLF ] DL T, BRI, BT AT 1R I ) 52 2% B 2 O(meIN|-K2-d) A EL 22 R4 2 B B AR I 2 ) ) 55 2% J3 o 4
) 53 2% 5 S M AR /N R M A0 1 BOINHIAT B2 28 3 2 O(m|N|-K2-d). AT LA 31, 4800k 1 B I 1) 53 2% B 15 0040 4 B A
EEREAN G L, v B R vt
3 LWHERENR

TETFYR A MovieLens Zii 4 I fil A 8 50 15t Ba oSOt B i R ok 6 M2 500 EIFCF 5 HoAth i 78 S0y 0k 47 06t
Eb, S8 45 R EGE T EIFCF R T4 MERIAT 2. B i A SCIE M EL R T — S8 B S B0 45 SR 1 S i
31 BEE

SZEG R MovieLens [ 4E £ :mlI-100k, ml-latest-small (f&i#% ml-Is),ml-1m F1 ml-10m, HodE 5 10 B AR5 B
2T EAR T T A 20 0Er il

Table 2 Data set description

* 2 HdREHE
Bmde % PEBE W BEC (%)
ml-100k 943 1682 100 000 93.69
ml-ls 610 9742 100 836 98.30
ml-Im 6040 3900 1000209 95.75

ml-10m 71 567 10 681 10 000 054 98.69
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3.2 EMIER

HERE RGENAT 55 52K FH P e S SR (0 Al 45 PP P Qi e R 5 8 v P 400 o B HERE 03 A B Rk
il BRIk, 5256 SR A FL(F1-measure). “F3394E5 BE ¥t (mean average precision, f#k MAP)FIIH— 047451 Bl 35
(normalized discounted cumulative gain,f&ii#k NDCG)iX 3 PP Febr M DAk Pt S92 1)
33 RBHERSHN

ARSCHCER T 32 H 10 EIFCF 5L 4 Ry Jrik.

1) UserCFBH:— 2 i fg 530 3k 5 F BRI P AL L AR O i R T80 11 D 7 F) R JE 3

W VEHERE RGN L LR,
2)  Bias LFMPM:2 it () AR Sk 2 0 ) R o 3 e 4 ks, 4T 5 N s i e () ENFCF (10565 2 B

BEU iz,
3)  GALSPOLAZ S I DA R AR, M I 2 i ok S B P 24t IR P 1 FAREAS EIFCF (56 1 [ Bt
K T %5

4)  SVD++PLZ SRR B B R B TP VEIE 23 (R i B R TS A A P B R R 7

A SR 25X PSR K 255 SCHR B SES0 45 Tk B A B M S8 A5 15 800 P VA IS B e LR 1 B A SC o Tl
4 MRS AR T 50% M I 2Rt A 50% [l £, 7372 78 4 ml-100k(0.5),ml-1s(0.5),ml-1m(0.5)
mI-10m(0.5); LA K& BEALAHEL T 70% [ VI ZRE50 0 A1 30% A Eicdhs, 43 287~ >4 mi-100k(0.3),ml-1s(0.3),mI-1m(0.3)F
mI-10m(0.3), 3 JEL -8 A 1A o, B8 T A& 1Y) TopN {H.

HE& 3 AT LIS 21, Fr4 43070 EIFCF W2 AR T 4 Flow) L8925 1% 2t AR L T UserCF,Bias LFM Fll GALS 1%
e S U O Bl R R i, DA B S+ e S 3 s it 5 R B X S s v 1Y IE R AR EIFCF (5% 18 2
SRR S WP P R A F2 e 0 KA b, RIS 25 P8 2 T B X 5 P il 2R AR () VE T, B 8 A AR Fh 42 40 1
REUTBR 1) LE SRR AR, SEEE T 5% PR R 1 Akl S 35 4T T HER7 1 BE.EIFCF 128 1 BYBCR I T GALS &, IR,
Bias LFM AH4 T & A 5I AR BN EIFCF (W2 2 By BLf EIFCF B BALT LR PAh 2, 1X R W] T 55
AN Bk B A AT 2 B K IR HE .

Table 3 Performance comparison of EIFCF and baselines
% 3 EIFCF 5% b Aidffi 47 R L g

¥tk | TopN | PEAL¥5k5 | UserCF | Bias LFM | GALS | SVD++ | EIFCF | f/METH(%) | X3 TH(%)
F1 0.1699 | 0.3283 | 0.3451 | 0.3366 | 0.3552 2.93 31.43
5 MAP 0.1088 | 0.3112 | 0.3300 | 0.3144 | 0.3345 1.36 55.67
ml-100k NDCG | 0.1087 | 0.2204 | 0.2206 | 0.2226 | 0.2303 3.46 31.05
(0.3) F1 0.1191 | 0.1930 [ 0.2093 | 0.1976 | 0.2241 7.07 31.19
3 MAP 0.0885 | 0.1522 | 0.1654 | 0.1588 | 0.1736 4.96 31.11
NDCG | 0.0922 | 0.1342 | 0.1483 | 0.1458 | 0.1795 21.04 43.15
F1 02841 | 03959 [ 03961 | 0.3960 | 0.4083 3.08 13.26
10 MAP 0.1699 | 0.3193 | 0.3201 | 0.3255 | 0.3292 1.14 25.21
ml-100k NDCG | 0.1380 | 0.1953 | 0.1943 | 0.1956 | 0.1975 0.97 11.72
(0.5) F1 0.1688 | 0.1896 | 0.2123 | 0.1899 | 0.2148 1.18 13.71
5 MAP 0.1086 | 0.1641 | 0.1757 | 0.1655 | 0.190 4 8.37 28.69
NDCG | 01081 | 0.1523 | 0.1511 | 0.1533 | 0.1730 12.85 25.24
F1 0.2770 | 0.3015 | 0.3059 | 0.3069 | 0.3089 0.65 3.90
5 MAP 0.1861 | 02801 | 0.2845 | 0.2873 | 0.2971 3.41 18.39
ml-Is NDCG | 04717 | 02209 | 0.2126 | 0.2241 | 0.2280 1.74 11.25
(0.3) F1 0.1820 | 0.1956 | 0.1925 | 0.1969 | 0.2055 4.37 7.27
3 MAP 0.1343 | 0.1412 | 0.1513 | 0.1458 | 0.1618 6.94 13.24
NDCG | 0.1361 | 0.1408 | 0.1434 | 0.1493 | 0.1581 5.89 11.15
F1 0.3408 | 0.3750 | 0.3638 | 0.3752 | 0.376 3 0.29 3.62
10 MAP 02217 | 0.3053 | 0.2943 | 0.3069 | 0.3102 1.08 12.00
ml-ls NDCG | 0.1682 | 0.1787 | 0.1783 | 0.1789 | 0.1818 1.62 3.35
(0.5) F1 0.1603 | 0.1843 [ 0.1934 | 0.1869 | 0.194 4 0.52 7.82
5 MAP 0.1427 | 0.1573 | 0.1685 | 0.1651 | 0.1718 1.96 8.91
NDCG | 0.1436 | 01417 | 01410 | 0.1477 | 0.1589 7.58 10.77
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Table 3 Performance comparison of EIFCF and baselines (Continued)
< 3 EIFCF 5xJ HLSILE ROR BUER (2E)

B#ise | TopN | iF{li3Eks | UserCF | Bias LFM | GALS | SVD++ | EIFCF | f/MEFH(%) | “FI4ETH(%)
F1 01802 | 02719 [ 02567 | 0.2724 | 0.2867 5.25 20.37
5 MAP 01267 | 02403 | 0.2261 | 0.2406 | 0.2516 4.57 29.78
ml-1m NDCG | 01223 | 0.1869 | 0.1737 | 0.1876 | 0.1959 4.44 20.55
(0.3) F1 01481 | 01613 | 0.1512 | 0.1620 | 0.1713 5.74 10.22
3 MAP 0.1188 | 0.1160 | 0.1152 | 0.1168 | 0.1304 9.76 11.75
NDCG | 01190 | 01157 | 01110 | 0.1161 | 0.1268 6.55 9.90
F1 02691 | 03162 | 03194 | 0.3243 | 0.3346 3.18 9.52
10 MAP 0.1688 | 02412 | 02379 | 0.2451 | 0.2481 1.22 13.84
ml-1m NDCG | 01361 | 01538 | 0.1549 | 0.1572 | 0.1625 3.37 8.33
(0.5) F1 0.1874 | 01712 [ 01655 | 0.1771 | 0.1950 4.06 11.47
5 MAP 0.1329 | 0.1380 | 0.1289 | 0.1400 | 0.156 6 11.86 16.16
NDCG | 01276 | 0.1237 | 0.1163 | 0.1264 | 0.1403 9.95 13.75
F1 0.1934 | 03283 | 0.3150 | 0.3349 | 0.3375 0.78 21.31
5 MAP 01179 | 03010 | 02911 | 0.3073 | 0.3164 2.96 46.28
ml-10m NDCG | 0.1183 | 0.2218 | 0.2306 | 0.2284 | 0.2326 0.87 26.05
(0.3) F1 0.1418 | 02146 | 0.1980 | 0.2151 | 0.2163 0.56 15.78
3 MAP 0.0979 | 0.1657 | 0.1513 | 0.1683 | 0.1695 0.71 22.04
NDCG | 01030 | 0.1582 | 0.1452 | 0.1597 | 0.1605 0.50 17.08
F1 02868 | 03815 | 0.3684 | 0.3815 | 0.3833 0.47 9.66
10 MAP 01359 | 0.3052 | 02909 | 0.3052 | 0.3075 0.75 33.37
ml-10m NDCG | 0381 | 0.1852 | 0.1770 | 0.1852 | 0.1941 4.81 14.96
(0.5) F1 01921 | 02042 [ 01870 | 0.2084 | 0.2091 0.34 5.85
5 MAP 01172 | 01714 | 0.1546 | 0.1726 | 0.1738 0.70 15.70
NDCG | 0.1176 | 0.1474 | 0.1350 | 0.1495 | 0.1522 1.81 11.81
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